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Proces~ Issues

Finally, we believe that the r~cent c0nt~oversy over 1997 project operations illustrates file need
for an improved process for raising and resolving issues between the agencies and stakeholders.
We are eornmi~ed to meeting with ~ State and stakeholders ~n the ~mmad{a.ta filture to begin
defining a bettar way of working colIectiveiy on these issues. At a minimum, we believe that
any new process should address the following areas: annual operation plan~, hyd~ologi~l
modeling efforts, a~d developing and implementing the long term water management plan under
the CVPIA. As an initial step, Interior proposes the following:

¯ Interior will make its modeling dat~ more timely and more readily available. Interior will
make underlying l~odeling d~a available before any major decision, so as r~ solici~
meauingf-u] revbw in the modeling community. Interior will meet with I~fU-esentatives of
the ,carious stakeholder groups during the next month to determine how best ~o engage in
a produ~dw dialog r~arding the mode]~ l~roee~s.

¯ The Administrative Proposal on (b)(2) water will be i~eorporated in file firSt long ten’n
Water Maf~ement Plan, presently scheduled for release in the fall of I997. Interior will
establish a schedule ofpublb meetings and other opportunities for public review and
coaunea, as this Water Management Plan is dcvclopcd. Interior believes *hat
aunouaced on May 30 and tha~ are to be finalized by June 20 should be sai~eienfly
detailed to allow inclusion of the (b)(2) water dedication provision ia the No Action
Alter’native uader the. CAI ,I~F,D Bay Delta Program planning effort.

¯ In the i.rmnedia~;e future, Interior will meet with the stakehold~i- community to develop a
more comprehensive process for addressing water management over the long-term.

Ift eloshag, it is importa~tt to note the tremendou~ ptol~re.~ that has be.~.n rn’ada t~ da¢e through the
CVPIA Administrative Process. Many of the difficult issues we faced two years ago are either
resolved or are moving to resolution in the ne, a~ future. However, ~e issues and
controversy arising during the 1997 water allocation process are further evidence of the need for
a more comprehensive solution to California’s water disputes. I encourage all responsible
agcneie~ mad ztakeholde~ to refocus their ~orm on tla~ CAL,FED Bay D~lta l~op~am, the
term CVPIA implementation decisions, and abe State Board’s water fights decision, so that these
programs can begin to move toward a more productive and sustainable balancing of the many
iaterests in California water.
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